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ROBERT TEIXEIRA v. THE HOME DEPOT, INC.

The plaintiff’s petition for certification to appeal from
the Appellate Court, 173 Conn. App. 594 (AC 38382),
is dismissed.

MULLINS, J., did not participate in the consideration
of or decision on this petition.

Robert Teixeira, self-represented, in support of the
petition.

Decided June 6, 2018

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. JOSEPH C.
ACAMPORA, JR.

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 176 Conn. App. 202 (AC
38468), is granted, limited to the following issues:

‘‘1. Did the Appellate Court properly determine that
the defendant waived the issue of whether the trial
court was required to canvass him regarding his right
to self-representation prior to February 23, 2012?
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‘‘2. If the answer to the first question is no, did the trial
court improperly fail to canvass the defendant regarding
his right to self-representation prior to February 23,
2012?

‘‘3. Did the Appellate Court properly conclude that
the trial court’s February 23, 2012 canvass was suffi-
cient and that the defendant effectively waived his right
to counsel?’’

Mary A. Beattie, assigned counsel, in support of
the petition.

Michele C. Lukban, senior assistant state’s attorney,
in opposition.

Decided June 6, 2018

CASEY LEIGH RUTTER v. ADAM JANIS ET AL.

NANCY BEALE, ADMINISTRATRIX (ESTATE OF
LINDSEY BEALE) v. LUIS MARTINS ET AL.

JASON FERREIRA v. LUIS MARTINS ET AL.

The plaintiffs’ petition for certification to appeal from
the Appellate Court, 180 Conn. App. 1 (AC 38699/AC
38792/AC 38793), is granted, limited to the following
issue:

‘‘Did the Appellate Court correctly conclude, under
the circumstances of this case, that the thirty day loan
period of General Statutes § 14-60 did not, as a matter
of law, include the first day of the loan period?’’

KAHN and ECKER, Js., did not participate in the
consideration of or decision on this petition.

James J. Healy, Joel T. Faxon, J. Craig Smith, Cyn-
thia C. Bott and Nathan C. Nasser, in support of the
petition.

Decided June 6, 2018
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. JEROME F. MOORE

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 180 Conn. App. 116 (AC
39808), is denied.

Emily H. Wagner, assistant public defender, in sup-
port of the petition.

Jennifer F. Miller, deputy assistant state’s attorney,
in opposition.

Decided June 6, 2018

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. JOHN S. KAMINSKI

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 180 Conn. App. 902 (AC
40077), is denied.

John S. Kaminski, self-represented, in support of
the petition.

Margaret Gaffney Radionovas, senior assistant
state’s attorney, in opposition.

Decided June 6, 2018

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. DALE
HOLLISTER KUKUCKA

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 181 Conn. App. 329 (AC
39039), is denied.

John L. Cordani, Jr., assigned counsel, and Damian
K. Gunningsmith, assigned counsel, in support of
the petition.

Denise B Smoker, senior assistant state’s attorney,
in opposition.

Decided June 6, 2018
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MOMODOU LAMIN JOBE v. COMMISSIONER
OF CORRECTION

The petitioner Momodou Lamin Jobe’s petition for
certification to appeal from the Appellate Court, 181
Conn. App. 236 (AC 39760), is granted, limited to the
following issues:

‘‘1. Did the Appellate Court properly decline to review
the petitioner’s claim that the definition of ‘custody’ in
General Statutes § 52-466 should include individuals in
the petitioner’s circumstances, when the first opportu-
nity to raise that claim was in the petitioner’s reply
brief because the petitioner had no notice that the
respondent would raise an unpreserved alternative
ground to affirm the habeas court’s judgment?

‘‘2. Does § 52-466 include habeas petitioners whose
sentences have been fully served, who are in the cus-
tody of federal immigration authorities, and who could
not have been aware of the need to challenge the consti-
tutionality of their convictions until after serving
their sentences?’’

Vishal K. Garg, assigned counsel, in support of the
petition.

Matthew A. Weiner, assistant state’s attorney, in
opposition.

Decided June 6, 2018

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. WILLIAM A. ARTIACO

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 181 Conn. App. 406 (AC
40020), is denied.

Robert J. McKay, assigned counsel, in support of
the petition.

Lisa A. Riggione, senior assistant state’s attorney,
in opposition.

Decided June 6, 2018
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. ANGEL RIVERA

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 181 Conn. App. 215 (AC
40233), is denied.

Jennifer B. Smith, assigned counsel, in support of
the petition.

Nancy L. Walker, assistant state’s attorney, in oppo-
sition.

Decided June 6, 2018

ONEWEST BANK, N.A. v. DEANNA FREY ET AL.

The defendant Stephen D. Trojan’s petition for certifi-
cation to appeal from the Appellate Court (AC 39540)
is denied.

Stephen D. Trojan, self-represented, in support of
the petition.

Decided June 6, 2018

CHRISTOPHER CARRION v. COMMISSIONER
OF CORRECTION

The petitioner Christopher Carrion’s petition for cer-
tification to appeal from the Appellate Court (AC 40585)
is denied.

Craig A. Sullivan, in support of the petition.

James A. Killen, senior assistant state’s attorney,
in opposition.

Decided June 6, 2018


